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REMARKS 

CUumStatus 

After cntiy of this Amendment, Qaims 21 - 25 are pending. By this Amendment, 
Claims 1 » 20 are cancelled, and new Claims 21 - 25 are added. No new matter has been 
. added. - " 

Information Disdamte Statement 

Applicants dxank &c Examiner for including the two pieces of Non-Patent 
Liter^axre filed on January 12, 2004 in PTO Form 892, and oonsidaring fliese documents. 
Applicants, tlimfoie» re&ain firom re^sobmittiog these non-patent documents via form 
PTOySB/08A. 

Drawing ^ 

The Examiner objects to the drawings becaose the drawing should be labeled 
'Tiguie 1". The q[iplication indudes onfy a single drawing. Accotdmg to MPEP § 
608.02 (uXl)» a single view must not bd numbered and the abbreviation ^TIG." must not 
appear. As the Examiner^s reason for objecting to the drawings is in direct conflict wifli 
MPHP § 608.02 (u)(l). Applicants respectfulbr lequests the Examiner to leconsidCT the 
instant objection. 

Speafication 

The Examiner objects to the abstract because the phrase The piesrt invention" 
should be changed to 'The present inveiition'\ The abstract is amended as set fordi 
above. 

Furtlier, die Examiner objects to the disclosure because of informalities relating to 
the section "Brief Description of the Sev««l Views of the Drawings'*. More particularly, 
. the Examiner requests that this section refer to ^ drawing tsy figure number. 

The section desoibes the six^e drawing as depicting in diagrammatic form an 
exchaiige in a switcfahig Q^stem comprising a riumber of exchanges. This is believed to 
be a concise desctq>tio]i of die drawing. In view of flte above-discussed objection to the 
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<Ifawing> Applicants bdieve that introducing a flgmo number is not required and would 
cause an inomsistenqy between the specification and die drawing. . AppEcants 
te^ectfuUy lecpiest the Examino- to reconsider and withdraw the ot^jectbn to the 
specificaticm. 

Should the Examiner maintain the objection to the drawings and the related 
objection to the specification. Applicants are prepared to submit an amended drawing 
sheet and to ammd the specificatbn. 

Claim RegecSons-^ 35 V.&a§ 102 

The Examiner rejects Qaims 1, 4 - 6, 10 and 12 under 35 U.S.C § 102(b) as 
being anticipated by CKne (U.S. Patent No. 4,972,465). Hence, die Examiner asserts diat 
CUne discloses eadi and evexy limitation of these clahns. Applicants xespectfully 
traverse.' 

CUne teaches a mediod itx mcieasing tfie availabilily of a switching system, 
wherem ^ switdh 201 CPig. 5) is nsed as^^int^-module tiunk switch tb have an additional 
paA for setting up aconnection available, in case the central switching unit 10 (Fig. S) is 
not avaflable for setting the connectiott. (Col. 10, lines 54 - 59, coL 12, lines 45 - 48.) 
Characteristic in Cline is that separate trunks are introduced between the switdies to 
provide alternative paflis. (Col. 10, lines 54 59.) The control of flie estoblishment of 
dieses connections occurs via one oif tiie switches, which is then used as an inteimodule 
trunk switch. (Col. 12, lines 45 50, and col 13, Imes 20 - 27.) 

In view of Cline 's controlling intermodule trunk switch. Applicants submit that 
Cline docs not disclose establishing links under the control of die oeotral controller, as 
defined in CSaim 1. For that reason alone. Qme does not disclose each and every 
limitation of Claim 1, and, hence, does not antic^ats independent Claim 1, and Claims 4 
- 6, 10 and 12, which depend fixxm Claim 1. 

To expedite examination and aUowanoe of die instant plication. Claims 1-20 
are cancelled, and new Claims 21 - 25 are added, as set forth in the above listing of 
dmms. New Claim 21 is believed to further distinguish the claimed method over Cline. 
Among odier Umitatiions, new Claim 21 distinguishes between subscriber access units diat 
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aoce adjacent to one another, and subscriber access units th^ are not adjacent. Simaar to 
now cancelled Claim 1, new Claim 21 defines establishing a connection between access 
lines of line terminaticnL units under control of the central controller, but widiont 
involvement offhecentnd switching nnit of the exdiaiige. 

As discussed above, Clinc fails to disclose establishing links under the conlzol of 
the central controller. In addition. Qine does not distinguish, between adjacent and not 
adjacent subsOTber access units. Accordingly, Clinc fails to disclose or suggest 

establishing a first connection between access lines of line termination 
units . . . directly in the subscriber access unit concerned ^eai the line 
tennination units belong to one and the same subscriber access unit, and 
between the subscriber access units, which are coupled to one another and are 
adjacent to one another, when the line teoninalion uiiits belong to adjacent 
subscribe access units, and 

establishing a second ccmnection between access lines of line termination 
units, which belong to subscribe access units Aat are not adjacent to one 
another, via one of trunk lines nmning directly between tfiese subscriber access 
units and at least one other subscriber acc^s unit ... . " 

For at least the foregoing. Applicants submit that Cline does not disclose or 
suggest each and every limitation recited in new Qaim 21, and, consequently, does not 
anticq)ate or suggest the subject matter of new Qaim 21. Applicants respectfully request 
the pxaminer to reconsider the rgections under 35 U,S.C. § 102(b) and to pass new Claim 
21 to allowance. 

New Claims 22 - 25 correspond to now cancelled Claims 5, 6, 7 and 14, and 
defend fiom new indepoident Claim 21. These depend^t claims recite additional 
inventive features that are in combination with the featmes of new Claim 21 not disclosed 
or suggested by Cline. The above arguments regarding new Claim 21 are repeated 
herewiflL Each dependent claim is, therefore, on its own patentable. Accordingly, 
Applioants itspcctfiiUy request ibc Exanina to pass Claims 22 - 25 to allowance. 
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aamReJectiom^S5R&C§103 " " . 

: Under 35 U,S.C. § 103(aX the Exammor rgecta CIdms 2, 3, 8 and 14 - 19 as 
being unpatentable over Cline in view of Billhardt C*A Survey of the Remote Switching 
Capabilities of the 5ESS Switch'O, Claims 7, 11 and 13 as being unpalentAle over dine 
in view of tihe document 'TWSD Remote Switching Unit The IntelUgent Solution for 
Smit Remote** C'EWSD document''). Claim 9 as being unpatenteble over Qine in view 
of Billhardt and furliier in view of the EWSD document, and Claim 20 as being 
unpat^ble over Cline in view of the EWSD document and further in view of Billhardt 
. Applicants lespect&lly traverse. 

New Clainis 22 - 25 correspond to now cancelled Claims 5, 6, 7 and 14. The 
instant i^eotions of Claims 2, 3, 8, 9, 11, 13 and 15 ^ 20 ai^, therefore, beKeved to be 
moot 

New Clainis 22 - 25 depend from new Claim 21, an^ 
features diat are in combination widi the features of Qaam 21 patentable distinct over the 
dted lefetcnccfi. The above arguments rpgarding new Qaim. 21 are repeated herewith. 
BiUhardt's switch or flw EWSD document's remote switching imit do not provide flie 
missing teachings in Oine to render obvious new Claim 21. Acooidin^, at least for the 
above reasons. Claims 22 - 25 are patentable. Reccmsideration and withdrawal of Ae 
r^ections are rei^tfiilly requested. 

CONCLUSION 

The present response is intended to correspond with the Revised Amendment 
Format. Should any part of flie present response not be in fiiU compliance with the 
requirements of the Revised Amendment Fonnat, the Examiner is asked to contact the 
undearsigned for immediate correction. 

For the above reasons. Applicants respectfully submit diat the ^plication is m 
condition for allowance, and such allowance is herewifli respectfully requested. No new 
matter has been added. 
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Nevertheless, if any uiidevelq;>ed issues lemam or if any issues require 
daxificatibii, the Es^aminer is respeet&lty requested to call Afyplicants" attorney in order 
to resolve sudi issues promptly. 

, Please cbarge any additional fees, indudiitg any £ees for additional exteiisioii of 
time, <wr credit overpayment to Pcoosit Account No, 502464 referencing attorney docket 
nunaber 2000P22369WOUS. However, the Conmiissioner is not authorized to charge the 




Attmi^ for Applipants 
Registration No. 40,194 
Tel: (407) 736 5602 
Distomer Now: 28204 



PAGE 11/11* RCVD AT 6/1 9/2007 1 1 :29:23 AM [Eastern Daylight Time] « SVR:USPTO-ePXRP-1/8 * DNiS:2738300 * CSID:4077366440 « DURATION (mm-ss):04-40 



